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Agreement ^^)^as reached with respect to snmp or all of the claims in question. □ was not reached. 
Claims discussed: . 



Identification of prior art discussed: . 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments: 
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(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable must be 
attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attactied.) 

. It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. 

Unless the paragraph below has been checked to indicate to the contrary, A FORi^AL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION IS NOT 
WAIVED AND I^UST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW (e.g., items 1-7 on the reverse side of this form). If a response to the last Office 
action has already been filed, then applicant is given one month from this interview date to provide a statement of the substance of the interview. 

□ 2. Since the examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a complete response to each of the objections, rejections and 
requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the claims are now allowable, this completed form is considered to fulfill the 
response requirements of the last Office action. Applicant is not relieved from providing a separate record of the substance of the inten/iew unless 
box 1 above is also checked. 
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An examiner's amendment to the record appears below. Should the changes and/or 
additions be unacceptable to applicant, an amendment may be filed as provided by 37 CFR 1.312. 
To ensure consideration of such an amendment, it MUST be submitted no later than the payment 
of the issue fee. 

In claim 1, line 5, "electrophoresis or" has been deleted. In line 8, after "macroHdes, - - 
non-glycopeptide - - has been inserted. 

In claim 5, line 2, "membrane separation, electrophoresis or" has been deleted. 
In claim 6, line 2, "electrophoresis or" has been deleted. 

In claim 16, line 3, "ristomycin," has been deleted. In lines 6 and 7, "teichomycin 
avoparcin, actaplanins, vancomycin" have been deleted. 
Claim 10 and 21-29 have been cancelled. 

Authorization for this examiner's amendment was given in a telephone interview with 
Donald C. Lucas on September 3, 1998. 

In preliminary amendment A of May 5, 1997, "This is a.... September 29, 1995" has been 
deleted. 

In preliminary amendment B of May 5, 1997, "which has been allowed.... and will issue as 
" has been changed to - - , now - -. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: DePedro is considered 
to be the closest prior art. The case has been allowed for the reasons Usted on pages 9-12 of 
applicant's remarks of May 5, 1997. 
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Art Unit: 1723 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to E. Therkom at 
telephone number (703) 308-0362, 



Ernest G. Therkorn 
Primary Examiner 
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Septembers, 1998 



REMARKS 

Two election of species had been required by the Examiner, one 
to the separation process and the other to the type of macrocyclic 
antibiotic. Applicant has elected conventional supported 

chromatography as the separation process and teichomycin (also 
known as teicoplanin) as the macrocyclic antibiotic. Both of these 
elections have been traversed. 

Additionally, claim 28 has been amended to change its 
dependency from claim 23 to claim 27. Tliis change is deemed to 
correct an obvious clerical error. It is an obvious error because 
claim 28 refers to ansamacrolides and glycopeptides ; claim 23 (and 
independent claim 22 which claim 23 is dependent upon) does not 
refer to ansamacrolides or glycopeptides; claim 27 refers to 
ansamacrolides and glycopeptides, and claim 28 follows claim 27 in 
numerical order. Hence, claim 28 should have been dependent upon 
claim 27 not 23 . 

The first page of the Office Action identifies claim 7 as 
under prosecution. Pursuant to an Article 19 Amendment, claim 7 
was deleted. The claims under prosecution in this case are: 1, 5, 
6, 9, 10, and 15-29. 

This election has been made with traverse because the instant 
application is based on an International Application and, under 
MPEP 801 and 1893.03(d), the U.S. counterpart of an International 
Application cannot be subject to a Restriction/Election. Such an 
application may only be subject to a unity of invention 
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requirement, 37 CFR 1.475, MPEP 1893.03 (d). Since no unity of 
invention objection was made in the International Application, it 
is respectfully submitted that no objection should be made to this 
application . 

Respectfully submitted, 
BIERMAi;^ MUSERLIAN AND LUCAS 
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